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MODULE REVIEW 
MODULE TUTOR - REPORT FORM

The review of a module is carried out initially by the Module Tutor.  When the module review is completed, its findings are considered by the Head of School or Programme Director and noted at the School’s Annual Programme Review. Module feedback and what changes will be made as a result of the feedback given are also discussed at Staff Student Consultative meetings. This form is not compulsory but is provided to support the module review process.   

	Academic Session: Computing and Information Systems


	Module Title:  Usability Engineering


	Module Code: ACCA6017





	Student Feedback

Number of students registered and eligible to complete the questionnaire: 4

Number of returns: 3

The students reported mostly positive feedback for the unit, especially with regards to structure, content, and teaching methods. They felt that the unit provided opportunities to explore ideas and concepts in depth and to bring together information from different topics. They felt that the lecturer was good at explaining things and made the subject interesting.

The students reported that the were given few opportunities to work with others as part of the module. They mostly agreed that the module was well organised, but with room for improvement. 

At the time the feedback was provided, the first assignment had just been submitted and was still within the expected feedback window, so no student response was possible on assessment and feedback. However, both assignments were ultimately marked and returned within an appropriate time frame. All students reported that assessment criteria were clearly communicated ahead of assignments.

The students had mixed views on the availability of resources in the library, although this may be indicative of their over-reliance on online sources. Suitable texts are available through library services, but perhaps could be updated to more modern examples.

Specific comments were given positively on the sources provided on Moodle and the benefits of restrictive design requirements in fostering creativity. The tight spacing of assignments was criticised, with the impact on processing new learning between assignments highlighted.


	Module Tutor’s response to feedback given by students

The small group size and sometimes inconsistent attendance made it challenging to employ group work. Having completed one series of assessments, I feel that there could be opportunities to expand on the practical aspects of UX design and usability evaluation in a group context, with students given time to collaborate on designs and evaluate each other’s designs. This would lead to better preparation for the assignments. It also seemed that the heavy emphasis on the cognitive aspects at the beginning was underutilised in assessment, so perhaps the structure could be reorganised to balance the aspects that are of greater importance to assessment. Also, rather than delivering the assignments back-to-back, there could be a little spacing between them to allow more relaxed delivery of the content needed for part 2.


	Tutor Self-Reflection

As a new deliverer on this unit, there was a somewhat bumpy transition working with the existing material and adapting to the previous approach to delivery. While there are plenty of resources on the Moodle page, some of these are outdated or difficult to parse. If I continue with this module, I expect to refresh and reorganise the support material, as well as adapt the approach to delivery to align better with my strengths and the assessment requirements. Nonetheless, this has been a fun and interesting unit to work on and the students have generally responded positively to it.


	
Module Tutor/ Programme Director:  Gwyn Perry               Date: 23/5/25
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